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DETAILED ACTION 



1. Claims 1-99 are presented for examination. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 17, 50, and 82 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

• In claim 17: "the method of claim 15" is supposed to be "the method of claim 
16", and will be considered such as. 

• In claim 50: "the method of claim 48" is supposed to be "the method of claim 
49", and will be considered such as. 

• In claim 82: "the method of claim 80" is supposed to be "the method of claim 
81", and will be considered such as. 

Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
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subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-12, 14-15, 20, 24-25, 31-32, 35, 37-45, 47-48, 53. 57-58, 64-65, 69-77, 79-80, 
85, 89-90, and 96-97 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Appelman 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,750,881V 

5. As per claim 1 , Appelman teaches a method in a data processing system within a peer-to- 
peer network managing processing of requests, the method comprising: 

receiving a request from a requestor; comparing preferences within the request to a policy 
to form a comparison, wherein the policy controls responses by the data processing system to the 
requests; and selectively responding to the request based on comparison (column 6, lines 52 - 
67 and Figure 11) 

6. As per claim 2, Appelman teaches a data processing system is a node in the peer-to-peer 
network (column 3, lines 20-33 and Figure 1). 

7. As per claim 3, Appelman teaches a data processing system is a central processing 
system in the peer-to-peer network (column 3, lines 10 - 33). 

8. As per claim 4, Appelman teaches preferences provide parameters for which a response is 
desired (column 3, lines 48 - 63 and Figure 2b) 
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9. As per claim 5, Appelman teaches preferences provide parameters for which a response is 
not desired (column 3, lines 48 - 63 and Figure 2b). 

1 0. As per claim 6, Appelman teaches a requestor is an employee seeking to contact an 
employer (Figure 2a and column 3, lines 34 - 47; figure shows a group named "work list", 
which can include employees and employers communicating using this service). 

i 

11. As per claim 7, Appelman teaches that a data processing system responds to the request if 
the preference information for the data processing system indicates that the data processing 
system is associated with an employer (Figure 2a and column 3, lines 34 - 47). 

12. As per claim 8, Appelman teaches the preferences identify a group associated with the 
requester and wherein the policy allows only interaction with members of a same group (column 
3, lines 34-47, column 4, lines 30 -37 and 45-54 and Figure 2a). 

13. As per claim 9, Appelman teaches the preferences identify a group associated with the 
requester and wherein the policy allows only interaction with members of a different group 
(column 3, lines 34 -63 and column 5, lines 23-40; each user can have multiple buddy lists 
by group names, but members of that group can block the user from interaction forcing the 
user to interact with other user in a different group. 
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14. As per claim 10 Appelman teaches the preferences identify a group associated with the 
requester and wherein the policy allows only interaction with members of selected groups of 
members (column 6, lines 18 - 43). 

15. As per claim 1 1 , Appelman teaches the requestor is a member of a group (column 3, 
lines 34 - 47) 

16. As per claim 12, Appelman teaches wherein groups are based upon at least one of social 
interaction preferences, dating preferences, music preferences, media preferences, skills of a 
member, interest, geographic location, membership in an organization, consumption preferences, 
purchasing history, and expertise (column 3, lines 34 - 45, column 4, lines 54-63, column 6, 
lines 17-52 and Figure 10) 

17. As per claim 14, Appelman teaches generating an outgoing request, wherein the outgoing 
request includes a request for one of a chat session, instant messaging, or e-mail message 
(column 4, lines 37-45). 

18. As per claim 15, Appelman teaches the request is for interaction with one of a dating 
service, an information sharing service, a group buying service, instant messaging, electronic 
mail, distributing software, distributing software upgrades, distributing software fixes, an 
employment service, a music sharing service, a book sharing service, an image sharing service, 
and a travel service (column 6, lines 1-52). 
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19. As per claim 20, Appelman teaches authenticating an identity of the requestor (column 6, 
lines 52-67 and Figure 11) 

20. As per claim 24, Appelman teaches that an existing member of the group can authorize a 
new member to the group (column 5, lines 10-40). 

21 . As per claim 25, Appelman teaches that the member of the group can initiate a vote to 
exclude another member of the group (column 5, lines 10 - 40). 

22. As per claim 3 1 , Appelman teaches that access to the group is controlled (column 4,lines 
45-63 and column 5, lines 15-40). 

23. As per claim 32, Appelman teaches that access is controlled using at least one of a 
password, payment of money, payment of services, and reference to a user preference (column 
4,lines 45-63 and column 5, lines 15-40) . 

24. As per claim 35, Appelman teaches: 

a bus system; a communications unit connected to the bus system; a memory connected 
to the bus system, wherein the memory includes a set of instructions; and a processing unit 
connected to the bus system, (column 3, lines 10-34; a bus is an inherent feature in computer 
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systems) wherein the processing unit executes the set of instructions to receive a request from a 
requestor; compare preferences within the request a policy to form a comparison, wherein the 
policy controls responses by the data processing system to the requests; and selectively respond 
to the request based on comparison (column 6, lines 52-67 and Figure 11). 

25. As per claims 37 - 45, 47-48, 53, 57-58, 64-65, 69-77, 79-80, 85, 89-90, and 96-97, these 
claims contain similar limitations as claims, 1-12, 14-15, 20, 24-25, and 31-32 above, therefore 
are rejected under the same rationale. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

26. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



27. Claims 13, 26-30 46, 59-63, 78, and 91-95 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Appelman (U.S. Patent No. (6,750,881) in view of MacNaughton et al (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,020,884). 



28. 



As per claim 13, Appelman fails to teach a membership in the group based on payment. 
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29. However, MacNaughton et al teach a service sign up process that requires billing 
information for the user (column 9, lines 6-26), It would have been obvious to one of the 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to combine the teachings of 
Appelman and MacNaughton because MacNaughton' s use of membership fee's in Appelman's 
system would allow for a peer to peer service to charge a usage fee in order to pay for servers 
and internet connections charges that the service occurs. 

30. As per claim 26, Appelman fails to teach duration of membership within the group is 
unlimited. 

3 1 . However, MacNaughton et al teach that membership can include many different users of 
different profiles (column 9, lines 5-26). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to combine the teachings of Appelman and 
MacNaughton because MacNaughton's use of unlimited membership in Appelman's system 
would allow for a peer to peer user to maintain a username in order to keep in touch with other 
users using the same username. 

32. As per claim 27, Appelman fails to teach that duration of membership within the group is 
based upon receiving a payment from the member. 

33. However, MacNaughton et al teach that membership is dependent on billing information 
(column 9,lines 10-20), It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the applicant's invention to combine the teachings of Appelman and MacNaughton 
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because MacNaughton's use of membership fee's in Appelman's system would allow for a peer 
to peer service to charge a usage fee in order to pay for servers and internet connections. 



34. As per claim 28, Appelman fails to teach that duration of membership within the group is 
based upon a presence of selected attributes. 

35. However, MacNaughton et al teach that memberships are based on user profile (column 
9, lines 10-25), It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the applicant's invention to combine the teachings of Appelman and MacNaughton because 
MacNaughton's use of using memberships based on profiles in Appelman's system would allow 
a peer-to-peer service to maintain appropriate groups according to certain attributes. A service 
may allow a member that turns 1 8 to enter adult chat rooms. 

36. As per claim 29, Appelman fails to teach that selected attributes include at least one of 
marital status, age, and interests. 

37. However, MacNaughton et al teach that memberships are based on user profile (column 
9, lines 10 - 25). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the applicant's invention to combine the teachings of Appelman and MacNaughton because 
MacNaughton's use of using memberships based on profiles in Appelman's system would allow 
a peer-to-peer service to maintain appropriate groups according to certain attributes. A service 
may allow a member that turns 18 to enter adult chat rooms. 
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38. As per claim 30, Appelman fails to teach that duration of membership within the group is 
based upon at least one of contributions to the peer-to-peer data processing system and usage of 
the peer-to-peer data processing system. 

39. However, MacNaughton et al teach a tracking server that monitors user actions on chat 
sessions or messages and reporting these action s to community members (column 9, lines 37- 
52; it is known in the art that in some chat sessions a chatter can get booted for 
inappropriate behavior). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the applicant's invention to combine the teachings of Appelman and MacNaughton 
because MacNaughton' s use of a tracking server in Appelman' s system would allow a peer to 
peer service to view usage by users and boot users who behave inappropriately. 

40. As per claims 46, 59-63, 78, and 91-95, these claims contain similar limitations as claims, 
13, and 26-30 above, therefore are rejected under the same rationale. 

41. Claims 33, 34. 66-67, and 98-99 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Appelman (U.S. Patent No. (6,750,881) in view of Friedman (U.S. Patent No. 
6,714,791). 

42. As per claim 33, Appelman fails to teach the request is an advertisement. 

43. However, Friedman teaches the use of advertisements in an instant message system 
(column 3, lines 15-30). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the applicant's invention to combine the teachings of Appelman and Freidman because 
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Friedman's use of using advertisements in Appelman's system would allow a peer-to-peer 
service to send advertisements to users based on that user's profile or activity. 

44. As per claim 34, Appelman fails to teach advertisements are targeted based on the 
preferences. 

45. However, Friedman teaches targeted advertisements based on user's profile (column 3, 
lines 15-30). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to combine the teachings of Appelman and Freidman because Friedman's 
use of using advertisements in Appelman's system would allow a peer-to-peer service to send 
advertisements to users based on that user's profile or activity. This would allow a user to view 
ads that they may have interest in. 

46. As per claims 66-67 and 98-99, these claims contain similar limitations as claims 33-34 
above, therefore are rejected under the same rationale. 

47. Claims 21-23, 54-56 and 86-88 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Appelman (U.S. Patent No. (6,750,881) in view of Nessett et al (U.S. Patent No. 
6,055,236). 



48. As per claim 21, Appelman fails to teach the identity of the requestor is authenticated 
using a certificate. 
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49. However, Nessett et al teach authentication is based on a trusted third-party called a 
Certificate Authority (column 25, lines 25-30). It would have been obvious to one of the 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to combine the teachings of 
Appelman and Nessett because Nessett' s use of authentication using a certificate in Appelman's 
system would allow a peer-to-peer service to use a third party to authenticate a user by proving 
the user's identity and supplying the service with a public key in which to decrypt the user 
encrypted messages. 

50. As per claim 22, Appelman teaches identifying individuals in a group (column 3, lines 
34-46). 

5 1 . Appelman fails to teach the use of certificates to identify users. 

52. However, Nessett et al teach the use of certificates to identify users (column 25, lines 25- 
53). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to combine the teachings of Appelman and Nessett because Nessett' s use 
of authentication using a certificate in Appelman's system would allow a peer-to-peer service to 
use a third party to authenticate a user by proving the user's identity and supplying the service 
with a public key in which to decrypt the user encrypted messages. 

53. As per claim 23, Appelman fails to teach a certificate within the certificates is associated 
with at least one of an IP address and an e-mail address. 

54. However, Nessett et al teaches certificates associated with IP addresses (column 25, lines 
25-52). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 



/ 
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applicant's invention to combine the teachings of Appelman and Nessett because Nessett's use 
of certificates using IP addresses in Appelman' s system would allow a peer-to-peer service to 
use a third party to authenticate a user by proving the user's identity and sending the public key 
to the IP address of the peer to peer service in order to decrypt the users encrypted messages. 

55. As per claims 54-56 and 86-88, these claims contain similar limitations as claims 21-23 
above, therefore are rejected under the same rationale. 

56. Claims 16-19, 49-52, and 81-84 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Appelman (U.S. Patent No. (6,750,881) in view of Walker et al (U.S. Patent 
No. 5,862,223). 

57. As per claim 16, Appelman fails to teach that members in a group exchange 
compensation for the interaction. 

58. However, Walker et al teach that users can bid for expert services on an electronic 
auction (column 10, lines 27 - 43 and column 6, lines 55-65), It would have been obvious to 
one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to combine the 
teachings of Appelman and Walker et al because Walker et aPs use of an electronic auction in 
Appelman' s system would allow for members of the peer to peer service to auction goods and 
service by using instant messages to communicate and exchange compensation for these goods 
and services. 
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59. As per claim 17, Appelman fails to teach that compensation is financial, barter, or 
payment in kind. 

60. However, Walker et al teach that a user spends money for expert services (column 7, , 
lines 10-20). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to combine the teachings of Appelman and Walker et al because Walker et 
aPs use of an electronic auction in Appelman' s system would allow for members of the peer to 
peer service to auction goods and service by using instant messages to communicate and to pay 
for these goods and/or services. 

61 . As per claim 18, Appelman fails to teach that compensation is based on are based on 
attributes of the interactions including at least one of a size of files transfer, a quality of a good, a 
quality of a service, a type of good, a type of server, and a member rating. 

62. However, Walker et al teach that compensation is given to expert services (column 7, 
lines 10-20). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to combine the teachings of Appelman and Walker et al because Walker et 
aFs use of an electronic auction in Appelman's system would allow for members of the peer to 
peer service to auction goods and service by using instant messages to communicate and to pay 
for these goods and/or services. 

63. As per claim 19, Appelman fails to teach that compensation is managed using a 
clearinghouse. 
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64. However Walker et al teach the use of clearinghouse to manage compensation (column 
23, lines 47-67). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the applicant's invention to combine the teachings of Appelman and Walker et al because 
Walker et al's use of a clearinghouse in Appelman's system would allow for members of the 
peer to peer service to auction goods and service by using instant messages to communicate and 
to pay for these goods and/or services and to exchange payment using a clearinghouse. 

65. As per claims 49-52 and 81-84, these claims contain similar limitations as claims 16-19 
above, therefore are rejected under the same rationale. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

a. Jiang (U.S. Patent No. 6, 167,432) 

b. Liles et al (U.S. Patent No. 5,880,731) 

c. Wick (U.S. Patent No. 6,691,162). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ramsey M Refai whose telephone number is (703) 605-4361 
(after November 1, 2004 (571)272-3975). The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30 - 
5:00 p.m.. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on (703) 305-8498. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Ramsey M Refai 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2154 

RMR 

September 30, 2004 




